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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 September 2005 . 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) ED Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) D Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) CD Interview Summary (PTO-413) 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 



5)U 
6) 



Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 
Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 033106 



Application/Control Number: 10/662,644 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1616 

DETAILED ACTION 

I. Restriction requirement is final. Although group I and group II has the 
same classification, a reference reading on the composition / method of 
using may not read on the method of preparing the compound used in the 
inventions. For this reason and reason on record, the restriction 
requirement will be maintained and is final. 

II. Objection to claim 3 will not be maintained in light of amendment filed 
9/15/05. Applicant has amended claims 1 from which claim 3 depend to 
require an enzyme. Note claim 5 is allowable as indicated below. 

III. Rejection of claims 1 and 7 as being anticipated by and claims 2,4,6,8-17 
as being obvious over Brown will not be maintained in light of amendment 
filed 9/15/05. Applicant has amended claim 1 to require an enzyme. 

IV. Applicant's arguments, see paper, filed 9/1 5/05, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) under 35 USC 102(b) and 35 USC 103(a) have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has 
been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made below. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-4,7-17 are rejected under 35 USC 112, 1 st paragraph, as containing 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
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reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Applicant teaches a 
composition comprising a compound(s) of formula I and an enzyme(s). However, the 
specification fails to teach how the enzyme is combined with the compound of formula I. 
Is the bonding between the compound and enzyme covalent or the two components 
associated as complex or via electrostatic interaction? 

Claims 1-4,7-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, because the 
specification, does not reasonably provide enablement for combing enzymes with 
instant compounds of formula I. Specification does not explain how the combining is 
experimentally conducted. The specification does not enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the 
invention commensurate in scope with these claims. Because receptor sites differ 
depending on the class or type of enzyme, the artisan would not know which compound 
of formula I would be effective with which enzyme without experimentation. The active 
sites of enzymes differ in size, polarity and electronegativity and the instant compound 
of formula I differ in size, polarity and electronegativity. For this reason alone, selecting 
the effective combination would be burdensome. The predictability in this art is high 
since a small change in a functional feature could result in a drastic change in activity 
and such a change can also result in an opposite effect or activity. To one of ordinary 
skill in the art, it would be a big job to determine the effect of all of the claimed 
combinations (compounds of formula I and enzymes), and especially since Applicant 
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provides no Examples for guidance as to which combinations would provide desired 
activity. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

V. Claims 5-6 are allowable. The prior art does not teach or suggest the 
compound of formula I being applied to textile. 

Telephonic Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alton N. Pryor whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0621 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sreeni Padmanabhan can be reached on 571-272-0629. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Alton Pryor 
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